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have the full belief, must appear a low level. He
takes, as it will be seen, the documents as they stand.
He takes little more than the first three Gospels, and
these as a whole, without asking minute questions
about them. The mythical theory he dismisses as
false to nature, in dealing with such a Character and
such results. He talks in his preface of " critically
weighing " the facts ; but the expression is misleading.
It is true that we may talk of criticism of character ; but
the words naturally suggest that close cross-questioning
of documents and details which has produced such
remarkable results in modern investigations; and of
this there is none. It is a work in no sense of
criticism ; it is a work of what he calls the " trained
historical imagination"; a work of broad and deep
knowledge of human nature and the world it works in
and creates about it; a work of steady and large
insight into character, and practical judgment on
moral likelihoods. He answers Strauss as he answers
Renan, by producing the interpretation of a character,
so living, so in accordance with all before and after,
that it overpowers and sweeps away objections; a
picture, an analysis or outline, if he pleases, which
justifies itself and is its own evidence, by its originality
and internal consistency. Criticism in detail does not
affect him. He assumes nothing of the Gospels,
except that they are records ; neither their inspiration
in any theological sense, nor their authorship, nor
their immunity from mistake, nor the absolute purity
of their texts. But taking them as a whole he discerns